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DETAILED ACTION 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, 
including the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this 
application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 3 7 CFR 1.114, and the 
fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the 
finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn 
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
10/2/03 has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 10/2/03 have been fully 
considered but they are moot in view of the new ground of 
rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is 
not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject 
matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by 
the manner in which the invention was made. 
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Claims 1-7, 10-14, 44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Gaisford et al . US patent 6,623,586 
and further in view of Kirouac et al. US patent 5,155,847. 

As set forth in claim 1, Gaisford discloses in a computer 
network; see col. 2, lines 53-57 (the system is a computer 
network) , a method of deploying a plurality of programs to a 
policy recipient (the user in the system is the policy 
recipient, the system distributees program updates and repairs) , 
comprising, maintaining an association between each program and 
the policy recipient; see col. 9, lines 45-65 (the distribution 
lists maintains the relationship between the entities that are 
to receive the object and the distributing agent) , determining a 
time for deploying each assigned program to the policy 
recipient; see col. 9, lines 33-37 (the scheduling data will 
have the times for sending out the updates, etc.), and making 
that program available to the policy recipient at that time, and 
deploying each published program to the policy recipient when 
the published program is activated via the computer system; see 
col. 15, line 29 - col. 16 line 14, also see fig. 9, (the user 
upon selecting the program will have the option of launching the 
update, or alternatively the update will automatically launch) . 

Gaiford does not specifically disclose association 
corresponding to a program that is assigned as mandatory and 
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other association corresponding to a program that is published 
as optional. Designating certain programs as mandatory or 
optional is well known in the art. In similar field of 
invention, Kirouac discloses mandatory programs are used by all 
users and optional programs are available for some of the users 
(col. 3 line 65 to col. 4 line 8). It is inherent that Gaiford 
would have certain programs that are mandatory and others that 
are optional. It would have been obvious for one of ordinary 
skill in the art to designate mandatory and optional programs 
because it would reduce licensing cost and storage space on 
users 's computers of programs that are not required or used. 

As set forth in claim 2, Gaisford discloses a method 
wherein the policy recipient is a user, and wherein determining 
a time for deploying each assigned program to the policy 
recipient includes detecting that the user is logging on to the 
network; see col. 5, lines 33-52, col. 6; lines 1-21, col. 7, 
lines 15-20 (after joining a network and becoming part of a 
distribution list, scheduling data will be provided as well as 
the institution of distribution policies in place, by detecting 
that a user has logged on to a network the availability of 
updates as well as the automatic installation of required 
updates will be instituted) . 



Application/Control Number: 09/158,968 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2153 

As set forth in claim 3, Gaisford discloses a method 
wherein the policy recipient is a machine comprising the 
computer system, and wherein determining a time for deploying 
each assigned program to the policy recipient includes the 
detecting that the machine is connecting to the network; see 
col. 5, lines 33-52, col. 6. lines 1-21, col. 7, lines 15-20 
(after joining a network and becoming part of a distribution 
list, scheduling data will be provided as well as the 
institution of distribution policies in place, by detecting that 
a user has logged on to a network the availability of updates as 
well as the automatic installation of required updates will be 
instituted) . 

As set forth in claim 4, Gaisford discloses a method 
wherein determining a time for deploying each assigned program 
to the policy recipient includes polling machines in the 
network; see col. 10, lines 27-33, (distribution of the programs 
requires polling the machines to determine their availability, 
the existence of target lists in and distribution lists in 
Gaisford indicates that polling is done, as opposed to simply 
broadcasting the update across the network) . 

As set forth in claim 5, Gaisford discloses a method 
further comprising detecting a request to run a selected one of 
the assigned programs, accessing the registry to locate the 
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selected assigned program, and executing the selected assigned 
program; see fig 9, and col. 15, line 29-col. 16, line 14, 
clicking on the icon will indicate a desire to launch that 
program. 

As set forth in claim 6, Gaisford discloses a method 
wherein the step of maintaining an association between each 
assigned program and the policy recipient comprises storing at 
least one script in association with policy information for that 
policy recipient; see col. 11, lines 1-8. 

As set forth in claim 7, Gaisford discloses a method 
wherein storing each script comprises maintaining a centralized 
directory of network objects (a list of network objects is 
maintained by the system see fig. 2) . 

As set forth in claim 10, Gaisford discloses a method 
wherein the making the program available to the policy recipient 
comprises writing : information to a registry associated with the 
policy recipient such that a request related to executing the 
program prior to installation of program code used to execute 
the program on the computer system will have corresponding 
information in the registry that identifies the program for 
automatic installation and execution thereof; see fig 9, and 
col. 15, line 29 to col. 16, line 14. 
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As set forth in claim 11, Gaisford discloses a method 
wherein writing information to the registry comprises 
maintaining in the registry an association between the program 
and class identifier information; see col. 9, lines 45-65 (the 
distribution lists maintains the relationship between the 
entities that are to receive the object and the distributing 
agent) . 

As set forth in claim 12, Gaisford discloses a method 
wherein writing information to the registry comprises 
maintaining in the registry an association between the 
application program and a file extension; see col. 9, lines 45- 
65 (the distribution lists maintains the relationship between 
the entities that are to receive the object and the distributing 
agent, an application and file extension would be covered in the 
system) . 

As set forth in claim 13, Gaisford discloses a method 
further comprising, detecting a user request to open a file 
(clicking on an icon) , determining the file extension and 
accessing the registry to locate a corresponding program 
associated with the file extension (the pointer to the network 
component) , and opening the file with the corresponding program; 
see fig 9, and col. 15, line 29-col. 16, line 14. 
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As set forth in claim 14, Gaisford discloses a method 
further comprising the steps of, determining if the program is 
locally installed, and if not installed, installing the program 
and executing the program to open the file; see fig 9, and col. 
15, line 29-col. 16, line 14 (if the system has no updates and 
the program is locally installed it will launch, if it is not 
locally installed and the pointer is to the update or the 
program, the user can launch the program) . 

As per claim 44, it is rejected under similar rationale as 
for claim 1 above. 

Claims 8-9, 15-22, 24,27-34, 35-42, 45 are rejected under 
35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Gaisford and Kirouac 
and further in view of Moore et al . US patent 5,732,266. 

As set forth in claim 8, Gaisford does not specifically 
discloses making the program available for execution prior to 
installation of program code. In similar filed of invention for 
software installation, Moore teaches providing application 
launching information on a user computer such that it enables an 
application to be available for execution prior to installation 
of the program code, (see col . 1 lines 55-60, col. 2 lines 52-54). 
It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art 
to combine the teaching of Moore with Gaisford and Kirouac 
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because it would have enabled automatically installation when 
the user wants to use the application. 

As set forth in claim 9, it is rejected under similar 
rationale as for claim 8 above. Gaisford teaches using icon to 
indicate available of applications [fig. 9]. 

As set forth in claim 15, it is rejected under similar 
rationale as for claims 1+8 above. Moores teaches using 
script with information about the application [col. 2 lines 1- 
20] . 

As set forth in claim 16, Gaisford discloses a method 
wherein the policy recipient is a user, and wherein the step of 
applying the policy to the policy recipient is performed as part 
of a user network log on process; see col. 5, lines 33-52, col. 
6, lines 1-21, col. 7, lines 15-20 (after joining a network and 
becoming part of a distribution list, scheduling data will be 
provided as well as the institution of distribution policies in 
place, by detecting that a user has logged on to a network the 
availability of updates as well as the automatic installation of 
required updates will be instituted) . 

As set forth in claim 17, Gaisford discloses a method 
wherein the policy recipient is a machine, and wherein the step 
of applying: the policy to the policy recipient is performed as 
part of a re-boot process of the machine; see col. 5, lines 33- 
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52, col. 6, lines 1-21, col. 7, lines 15-20 (after joining a 
network and becoming part of a distribution list, scheduling 
data will be provided as well as the institution of distribution 
policies in place, by detecting that a user has logged on to a 
network the availability of updates as well as the automatic 
installation of required updates will be instituted) . 

As set forth in claim 18, Gaisford discloses a method 
wherein the step of associating the script with a policy 
comprises the step of maintaining the association in a 
centralized directory of network objects; see col. 11, lines 1- 
8, (a list of network objects is maintained by the system see 
fig. 2) . 

As set forth in claim 19, Gaisford discloses a method 
wherein applying the policy to the policy recipient includes 
adding an application shortcut to a user profile to advertise 
the program as available for execution (the provision of thee 
icon that then prompts the user to install the program, see fig. 
9) . 

As set forth in claim 20, Gaisford discloses a method 
wherein the step of applying the policy to the policy recipient 
includes the step of writing information to a registry 
associated with the policy recipient; (having a network 
administrator or the user adjust the distribution list) . 
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As set forth in claim 21, Gaisford discloses a method 
wherein the step of writing information to a registry comprises 
the step of maintaining in the registry an association between 
the application and class identifier information; see col. 9, 
lines 45-65 (the distribution lists maintains the relationship 
between the entities that are to receive the object and the 
distributing agent) . 

As set forth in claim 22, Gaisford discloses a method 
wherein the step of writing information to a registry comprises 
the step of maintaining in the registry an association between 
the application and a file extension; see col. 9, lines 45-65 
(the distribution lists maintains the relationship between the 
entities that are to receive the object and the distributing 
agent, an application and file extension would be covered in the 
system) . 

As per claims 24,27-34, and 35-42 they are rejected under 
similar rationale as for claims 15-22 above. 

As per claim 45, it is rejected under similar rationale as 
for claim 15 above. 



Conclusion 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Dung Dinh 
whose telephone number is (703) 305-9655. The examiner can 
normally be reached on Monday-Thursday from 7:00 AM - 4:30 PM. 
The examiner can also be reached on alternate Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Glenton Burgess can be 
reached at (703) 305-4792. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of 
this application should be directed to the Group 2100 Customer 
Service whose telephone number is (703) 3 06-5631. 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, DC 20231 

or faxed to: (703) 872-9306 

Hand-delivered responses should be brought to Crystal Park II, 
2121 Crystal Drive, Arlington. VA, Fourth Floor (Receptionist) . 




Dung Dinh 
Primary Examiner 
January 24, 2 004 



